REMARKS 

Claims 1-18 are now pending in the application. Minor amendments have been 
made to claims 1, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 16 and 17. The basis for the foregoing 
amendments may be found throughout the written description, drawings and claims as 
originally filed. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejections 
in view of the amendments and remarks contained herein. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

A. Claims 1-6, 9-13 and 15-17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Schalk et al. (U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2003/0154075). This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

Schalk describes a method for analyzing a spoken alphanumeric string (e.g., a 
spoken sequence of digits in a credit card number). Schalk describes two primary steps 
for carrying out the method: 

1 . generating a list of hypothesized digit strings that may match the spoken string, 
ranked in order by the most likely to match, to the least likely to match, the 
spoken string (FIG. 1, block 16 and paragraph [0019]); and 

2. validating the first hypothesized string that matches a given recognition constraint 
(according to one of various "knowledge-based" strategies) (FIG. 1 , block 20 and 
paragraphs [0019] and [0020]). 

The analysis of whether the recognition constraint has been met may be 
accomplished one of: a check sum (paragraphs [0021] to [0026]); a database match 
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(paragraphs [0027] to [0033]); a digit positional constraint (paragraphs [0034] and 
[0035]); or a digit string-length constraint (paragraphs [0036] and [0037]). 

Schalk, however, does not teach or disclose the invention of claims 1,9,16 and 
17, which is directed to a method for recognizing a spoken identification sequence 
including one or more different types of identifiers , the spoken identification sequence 
having one of a plurality of possible predefined identifier type formats . In particular, 
Schalk does not teach the step of "selecting one of a plurality of predefined identifier 
type formats" as is claimed in claims 1,9,16 and 1 7. Moreover, Schalk is also silent 
concerning a step corresponding to determining whether the selected format 
corresponds to a predetermined format. 

The Examiner contends that the "digit positional constraints" (Schalk, at 
paragraph [0035]) represent the predefined identifier type formats, as claimed. 
Applicant can find no basis in Schalk which defines or further describes "digital 
positional constraints," and certainly nothing to support the Examiner's contention as 
much. Notwithstanding, there remains no teaching, suggestion or disclosure in Schalk 
of the step selecting one of a plurality of predefined identifier type formats in the 
recognition method. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant submits that claims 1-6, 9-13 and 
15-18, are patentable over the prior art and in condition for allowance. Applicant 
respectfully requests, therefore, that the foregoing rejection be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 
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B. Claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Elliot (U.S. Pat. No. 6,366,220). This rejection is respectfully traversed, particularly in 
view of the amendment to claim 8 making it depend from claim 1 . 

Elliot describes an RF-tag-based system to allow customers to automatically 
order items from a drive-through menu. RF transponders query a passing vehicle's RF 
tag to determine a customer's default fast-food menu selections, and a second 
transponder queries the RF tag and bills the customer's account for ordered items. 
Elliot describes opening an account using the telephone and interactive voice response 
(IVR) technology to provide "required information" (see, col. 9, lines 55-60). 

Applicant submits that claim 8, which has been amended and now depends from 
claim 1 , and incorporate the limitations of the spoken sequence identification method 
therein, is patentable over the prior art and in condition for allowance. Applicant, 
therefore, respectfully requests that the foregoing rejection be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

A. Claim 7 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schalk et al. (U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2003/0154075) in view of Roberts et al. (U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,1 1 9,084). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

For at least the reasons described above with respect to claims 1 -6, 9-1 3 and 1 5- 
1 8, Applicant submits that claim 7, which depends from claim 1 , is patentable and in 
condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests, therefore, that the foregoing 
rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
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B. Claim 14 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schalk et al. (U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2003/0154075) in view of Layton et al. (U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,829,478). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

For at least the reasons described above with respect to claims 1 -6, 9-1 3 and 1 5- 
1 8, Applicant submits that claim 9, which ultimately depends from claim 9, is patentable 
and in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests, therefore, that the 
foregoing rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action and the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and 
favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. 
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If the Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution 
of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641- 
1600. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: March 6. 2008 By: /dpu/ 

David P. Utykanski 
Reg. No. 39,052 

Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248) 641-1600 

DPU/src 
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